cussion on Agrobiology comprised three papers by Black, Keinpthorne and White in derogation of what they characterize as "Willcox's Agrobiology", (1, 2, 7) and four papers by me on "Quantitative Agrobiology" (12, 13, 14, 1 5 ) implying that Black, Kempthorne, and White have substantially failed to shake either of the two foundations (the inverse yield-nitrogen law and the Mitscherlich law of yield) of this most recent addition to the family of plant sciences. Black, Kempthorne and White's rejoinder appears on page 497 of this issue. This paper is my surrebuttal on their rejoinder.
A Question of Good Faith
In their rejoinder Black, Kempthorne, and White take occasion to charge me ( I ) , with bad faith in misquotation of their text and attributing to them statements which they never wrote; and (2), with alteration of published numerical data. As these allegations involve a question of personal integrity, they will be attended to first.
In their paragraph numbered 1 2 they say: "The 'error' which Willcox points out in his footnote 3, page 321, is his own misquotation and not in our writings."
In the footnote referred to, they are quoted as follows: "Thus, if x is increased indefinitely, y approaches 318," which they rightly insist would make the result nonsensical. In the same footnote I said: "Black and Kempthorne are here confusing xp and y. What they might have said is: if x, is increased indefinitely, x,, approaches 318." This is, indeed, what they actually said in their printed paper ( ( 1 ) I, page 306, column 1 ) . In my reply, I took the disputed quotation, verbdtim, from a carbon copy of their original typescript. Evidently, the statement in question was corrected before the paper was printed, and the authors neglected to notify me of its elimination.
Van der Paauw The allegation of alteration of published numerical data is made in connection with Van der Paauw's proposal to transfer the attribute of constancy from the growth factor to the plant. According to Van der Paauw, Mitscherlichs general constant 0.6 for P,O, should be changed to 0.4 for rye, while he allows it to remain at 0.6 for barley. This change in the rye factor has mathematical consequences which neither Black, Kempthorne, and White nor Van der Paauw have recognized. To appreciate the situation thus created, it is necessary to consider briefly some agrobiologic fundamentals.
y/x ratios are constant at 1.09), the slope are analogous, and they show no tendency figure 2 was plotted from the actual exper recorded in Mitscherlichs summary of th fertility survey ( 4 ) . But the case is quite two or more fertilizers with different effec the same kind of plant. The resulting curve homologous, their inter-plant y/x ratios are slopes of the curves are non-analogous and show a tendency to cross. Examples of n curves are shown in figure 1, copied from This figure Published November, 1955 
